Also popular is Carol Stack's work, All Our Kin, 2 in which she describesthe African-American family as an extended kin network, with various members standing in as substitute parents as needed.
These images have tremendous appeal. It feels good to think ofthe child nestled in the arms of its parents, with supportive family members ready to help in good times and bad, and with the village community there for the child and the family from day one. It fits with our intuition that in the best of circumstances nuclear family units cannot be expected to provide everything that a child needs all the time. And it fits with the reality that in modem America huge numbers of children are growing up in family situations that are far from ideal in families tom apart by poverty and drugs,, in neighborhoods characterized by violence, unemployment, and despair.
For our children to thrive, they do need a community which takes significant responsibility for their care and nurture, rather than leavingthem dependent on their nuclear family unit's abilityto make it in the competitive struggle. But our country has traditionally been more reluctant than many to assert responsibility for its children, because of the value placed in our culture on individual and family autonomy, and on the free market. We do far less than most countries in Europe, for example, to support parental leave from work, to subsidize community child care, or to make health care generally available.
Many in the child welfare world have argued for decades that our government should do more to provide children with support, but they too have been resistant to incursions on family autonomy. When the individual family unit breaks down, and the child is subject to abuse or neglect, they tend to resist the notion that the state should intervene in the family to assume responsibility for the child. They resist, for example, efforts to sanction parents for child maltreatment, 3 or to remove the child and find another family that can provide adequate parenting. They contend that extraordinary efforts should be made to keep the child first within the family of origin, and next within the kinship group, and next within the racial or community group of origin. They argue .that the child's best interests should be understood interms of its connection to and continuity with its past its But at the same time we need to recognize that children who are abused and neglected, children who are growing up in foster and group homes, are also victims. Like their parents, they are often black and brown skinned victims, and they are generally poor. Keeping them in their families and their kinship and racial groups when they won't get decent care in those situations may alleviate guilt, but it isn't actually going to do anything to promote racial and social justice. It isn't going to help groups who are at the bottom of the socio-economic ladder to climb that ladder. It is simply going to victimize a new generation. Moving those children into nurturing homes will give them, at least, a chance to break the cycle.
These homes might be with kin, they might be with same-race non-kin, they might be with other-race parents from the other side of town. What matters is that the child get into a home where it can thrive. But if we want to find truly nurturing homes for all the children in need, we have to reach out to the entire community. Most ofthe local villages at issue are not going to have enough good homes to spare. Encouraging people who are in a position to provide good parenting to step forward, without regard to race or class or membership in the local village, encouraging them to see children bom to others as children they feel responsible for, can be painted as a form of vicious exploitation. But that's not how I see it. It seems to me that if more members of the larger community thought of all the community's children as their responsibility, we'd have a lot better chance of creating the just society that is our goal. Safety and permanency are the mantras ofthe day. But children need more than protection from physical-or sexual violence,, and they need more than permanency. They need permanent parents who can give them the kind of love, attention, and on-going commitment that enables human beings to thrive.
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